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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The following is a Non-Final Office Action in response to the Request for 
Continued Examination filed on 21 November 2007. Claim 30 has been amended. 
Claims 1-20, 31, 34, 39 and 40 have been previously cancelled. Claims 21-30, 32, 33, 
35-38, 41 and 42 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

TTie specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Regarding claims 28 and 37, the phrase "such as" renders the claim indefinite 
because it is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the 
claimed invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

4. Claim 30 recites the limitation "the first means" in line 14. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 6,499,001 (hereinafter Meyer). 

7. As per claim 21, Meyer discloses a system for process interfacing within an 
automation scenario for distributed engineering systems, the system comprising: 

a server (Fig. 1, element 14) for providing at least one application required for 
engineering (col. 4, lines 8-14 and col. 5, lines 14-20); 

at least one client (col. 3, lines 62-66 and Fig. 1, element 12) for: 

accessing automation devices that supply process data and/or project- 
planning data (col. 5, lines 21-25 and col. 7, lines 16-20), 

wherein the client is a programming device (col. 3, lines 62-66 and col. 5, 
lines 26-41), 

using the application provided by the server remotely via the client by a 
user (col. 5, lines 14-20), and 

setting up an online communication channel maintained for any length of 
time between the client and server (col. 9, lines 4-15); 
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first mechanisms (i.e. an internal interface card) in the server for feeding data of 
the automation devices into the server via the communication channel (col. 4, lines 8- 
14); and 

second mechanisms (Fig. 1, element 28 of Fig. 1, element 12) in the client for 
linking the applications to the automation devices (col. 5, lines 21-26), wherein 

the first mechanisms have a first interface (i.e. the function of the internal 
interface card) to a current communication channel (col. 4, lines 8-14) and a second 
interface (Fig. 1, element 36) to the applications (col. 5, lines 14-20), and wherein 

the first mechanisms (i.e. an internal interface card) are provided for 
communicating with the second mechanisms (Fig. 1, element 28 of Fig. 1, element 12) 
via the communication channel (col. 4, lines 8-10, col. 5, lines 21-26 and Fig. 1, 
element 22). 

8. As per claim 22, Meyer discloses the client is a thin client (col. 5, lines 14-20 and 
col. 9, lines 27-30). 

9. As per claim 23, Meyer discloses the server is designed as a terminal server for 
use simultaneously by one or more participants (col. 9, lines 30-33; i.e. the database 30 
is located the server (col. 4, lines 55-58; hence the server is designed as a terminal 
server for use simultaneously by one or more participants). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 24-26, 28, 29, 30, 32, 33, 35, 37, 38, 41 and 42 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Meyer in view of U.S. Patent 6,920,502 
(hereinafter Araujo). 

12. As per claim 24, Meyer does not expressly teach the communication channel is 
designed as a Remote Desktop Protocol for transmitting data to one or more 
participants in real time via one or more separate virtual channels. 

Araujo teaches the communication channel is designed as a Remote Desktop 
Protocol (col. 15, lines 34-38) for transmitting data to one or more participants in real 
time via one or more separate virtual channels (col. 15, lines 20-34). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of to Meyer include the 
communication channel is designed as a Remote Desktop Protocol for transmitting data 
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to one or more participants in real time via one or more separate virtual channels to 
advantageously, provide a remote stationed user access to networked based 
applications (col. 1, lines 32-42), which eliminates the need to install, configure, or 
maintain any user applications programs on the remote client, thereby, dramatically 
reducing cost of ownership of the client PC (col. 13, lines 29-33). 

13. As per claim 25, Meyer teaches as set forth above the first mechanisms (i.e. an 
internal interface card) are provided for feeding data of further automation devices into 
the server (col. 4, lines 55-58 and col. 7, lines 20-23) via the communication channel 
via at least one further client (col. 9, lines 8-15) . 

14. As per claim 26, Meyer teaches as set forth above a transmission of data in the 
communication channel is provided via an Intranet (col. 9, lines 4-8 and 11-13) and/or 
an Internet (col. 9, lines 4-8 and 14-15). 

15. As per claim 28, Meyer does not expressly teach a transmission of data using a 
Remote Desktop Protocol is provided from further data sources present in the system 
using standard protocols such as HTTP and/or FTP. 
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Araujo teaches a transmission of data using a Remote Desktop Protocol is 
provided from further data sources present in the system using standard protocols such 
as HTTP (col. 15, lines 34-38). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of to Meyer include a 
transmission of data using a Remote Desktop Protocol is provided from further data 
sources present in the system using standard protocols such as HTTP to 
advantageously, provide a remote stationed user access to networked based 
applications (col. 1, lines 32-42), which eliminates the need to install, configure, or 
maintain any user applications programs on the remote client, thereby, dramatically 
reducing cost of ownership of the client PC (col. 13, lines 29-33). 

16. As per claim 29, Meyers teaches as set forth above the system is provided for 
use across different sites (col. 9, lines 9-15). 

17. As per claim 30, Meyer teaches a method for process interfacing within an 
automation scenario for distributed engineering systems, the method comprising: 

providing an application required for engineering (col. 4, lines 8-14 and col. 5, 
lines 14-20) by a server (Fig. 1, element 14); 
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accessing automation devices that supply process data and/or project-planning 
data via a first client (col. 5, lines 21-25 and col. 7, lines 16-20); 

setting up an online communication channel between the first client and the 
server (col. 9, lines 4-15); 

feeding the data of the automation devices into the server via the 
communication channel (col. 4, lines 55-58 and col. 7, lines 20-23 and Fig. 1, element 
22); 

linking the applications to the automation devices (col. 5, lines 21-26), 
wherein communication takes place with a second mechanism (Fig. 1, element 
28 of Fig. 1, element 12) in the first client via the communication channel (col. 5, lines 
21-26 and Fig. 1, element 22) via a first mechanism (i.e. an internal interface card) in 
the server (col. 4, lines 8-14) having a first interface (i.e. the function of the internal 
interface card) to a current communication channel (col. 4, lines 8-14) and a second 
interface (Fig. 1, element 36) to the applications (col. 5, lines 14-20), 

wherein data of further automation devices is fed by the first mechanism (i.e. an 
internal interface card) into the server (col. 4, lines 55-58 and col. 7, lines 20-23) via 
the communication channel via at least one further client (co. 9, lines 8-15) and the first 
means are provided for feeding data of further automation devices into the server (col. 
4, lines 55-58 and col. 7, lines 20-23) over the communication channel via at least one 
further client (col. 9, lines 8-15) and enabling the accessing of automation devices 
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connected to the first client (col. 5, lines 21-26) and configure one client system from 
another client system (col. 5, lines 26-35); and 

using at least one of the clients as a programming device by a user (col. 3, lines 
62-66 and col. 5, lines 26-41). 

Meyer does not expressly teach the further client from any client within the 
system by routing the server making a virtual peer-2-peer communication for direct 
communication between the participating clients to access one client system from 
another client system. 

Araujo teaches the further client from any client within the system by routing the 
server making a virtual peer-2-peer communication for direct communication between 
the participating clients to access one client system from another client system (col. 15, 
lines 20-38; i.e. Remote Desktop Protocol). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Meyer to include the further 
client from any client within the system by routing the server making a virtual peer-2- 
peer communication for direct communication between the participating clients to 
access one client system from another client system to advantageously, provide a 
remote stationed user access to networked based applications (col. 1, lines 32-42), 
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which eliminates the need to install, configure, or maintain any user applications 
programs on the remote client, thereby, dramatically reducing cost of ownership of the 
client PC (col. 13, lines 29-33). 

18. As per claim 32, Meyer teaches as set forth above one or more participants can 
use the server simultaneously (col. 9, lines 30-33; i.e. the database 30 is located the 
server (col. 4, lines 55-58; hence the server is designed as a terminal server for use 
simultaneously by one or more participants). 

19. As per claim 33, Meyer does not expressly teach a Remote Desktop Protocol for 
transmitting data to one or more participants in real-time via one or more separate 
virtual channels is used as the communication channel. 

Araujo teaches a Remote Desktop Protocol (col. 15, lines 34-38) for transmitting 
data to one or more participants in real-time via one or more separate virtual channels 
is used as the communication channel (col. 15, lines 20-34). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Meyer to include a Remote 
Desktop Protocol for transmitting data to one or more participants in real-time via one 
or more separate virtual channels is used as the communication channel to 
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advantageously, provide a remote stationed user access to networked based 
applications (col. 1, lines 32-42), which eliminates the need to install, configure, or 
maintain any user applications programs on the remote client, thereby, dramatically 
reducing cost of ownership of the client PC (col. 13, lines 29-33). 

20. As per claim 35, Meyer teaches as set forth above data is transmitted in the 
communication channel over an intranet (col. 9, lines 4-8 and 11-13) and/or the 
Internet (col. 9, lines 4-8 and 14-15). 

21. As per claim 37, Meyer does not expressly teach data using a Remote Desktop 
Protocol from further data sources present in the system is transmitted employing 
standard protocols such as HTTP and/or FTP. 

Araugo teaches a Remote Desktop Protocol from further data sources present in 
the system is transmitted employing standard protocols such as HTTP (col. 15, lines 34- 
38). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Meyer to include a Remote 
Desktop Protocol from further data sources present in the system is transmitted 
employing standard protocols such as HTTP to advantageously, provide a remote 
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stationed user access to networked based applications (col. 1, lines 32-42), which 
eliminates the need to install, configure, or maintain any user applications programs on 
the remote client, thereby, dramatically reducing cost of ownership of the client PC (col. 
13, lines 29-33). 

22. As per claim 38, Meyer teaches as set forth above the system is used across 
different sites (col. 9, lines 9-15). 

23. As per claim 41, Meyer teaches as set forth above the client is a thin client (col. 
5, lines 14-20 and col. 9, lines 27-30). 

24. As per claim 42, Meyer teaches as set forth above the thin client depends 
primarily on the server for processing activities (col. 4, lines 8-14 and col. 5, lines 14- 
20), and mainly focuses on conveying input and output between a user and the server 
(col. 5, lines 21-35 and col. 9, lines 27-30). 

25. Claims 27 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Meyer in view of Araujo in further view of U.S. Patent Publication No. 
2004/0010560 (hereinafter Sandage). 
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26. As per claim 27, Meyers in view of Araujo does not expressly teach a 
transmission of data from the client is provided using a Remote Desktop Protocol via a 
Wireless LAN. 

Sandage teaches a transmission of data from the client is provided using a 
Remote Desktop Protocol via a Wireless LAN (pgs. 1-2, par. [0014] and pg. 3, par. 
[0023]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Meyer in view of Araujo to 
include a transmission of data from the client is provided using a Remote Desktop 
Protocol via a Wireless LAN to provide control operation of a system from remote 
locations using the infrared signals, wherein the target system is not required to be in 
the same room or line of sight with the host computer system (pg. 1, par. [0005). 

27. As per claim 36, Meyer in view of Araugo does not expressly teach data is 
transmitted from the client using the Remote Desktop Protocol via a Wireless LAN. 

Sandage teaches a transmission of data is transmitted from the client using the 
Remote Desktop Protocol via a Wireless LAN (pgs. 1-2, par. [0014] and pg. 3, par. 
[0023]). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Meyer in view of Araugo to 
include a transmission of data is transmitted from the client using the Remote Desktop 
Protocol via a Wireless LAN to provide control operation of a system from remote 
locations using the infrared signals, wherein the target system is not required to be in 
the same room or line of sight with the host computer system (pg. 1, par. [0005). 

Response to Arguments 

28. Applicant's arguments see Remarks pgs. 7-8, filed 21 November 2007 with 
respect to claims 21 and 23 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

29. Applicant's arguments see Remarks pgs. 8-9, filed 21 November 2007 with 
respect to claims 21-30, 32, 33, 35-38, 41 and 42 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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The following references are cited to further show the state of the art with 
respect to remote device management systems. 

U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0133634 discloses a control program is 
provided on a network server; and a plurality of parallel instances of the control 
program are deployed to a respective plurality of thin client terminals over a network 

U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0061349 discloses a method and system for 
generating programming code and/or configuration data for programmable controller 
and the networks on which they operate. 

U.S. Patent no. 2007/0244583 discloses a method is specified for operating an 
automation system, wherein a description object appropriate to a type of the 
respective program code object and a description object reference referencing the 
respective description object are created when a program code object is instantiated 

U.S. Patent No. 6,445,969 discloses a method and system for monitoring process 
parameters associated with a manufacturing or testing process. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jennifer L Norton whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3694. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Vincent can be reached on 571-272-3080. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




David Vincent 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2121 



